does not wish it to appear that she supports 'weak methodology or soft science'. Clearly, she does neither and this is to her credit. I wish only that she had dealt with two other problems: first, the dilemma facing poor countries with tiny health budgets and a fearful incidence of avoidable disease. Second, that she might give more attention to the spiritual dimension which, for all we meet it so constantly, most ofus find difficult to respond to at anything like an appropriate level.
Worth close attention. A very good book to make you think. ANTHONY BARKER Assistant Editor In the year before, however, the medical teaching facilities in the twin cities of Minneapolis and St Paul were combined as the department of medicine, University of Minnesota, which has celebrated its centenary with a 612-page history of the medical school listing its peaks and troughs. The first blow came in 1911 when G E Vincent, in his presidential inaugural address, said that buildings were but a shell and only great men and women made a University great. He paid big salaries but stopped building possibly influenced by a regent, none other than William J Mayo, who had a vested interest in reducing the University hospital so that patients from the twin cities would come to his Rochester clinic.
But great men and women in the 1920s This is a slim 32-page volume recording five presentations on various aspects of acne, and the ensuing discussion amongst speakers and audience. The topics covered include the pathogenesis of acne, psychological aspects, acne as a long-term problem, systemic antibiotics and a report of a trial comparing an oral and a topical antibiotic. The main speakers included Dr Cunliffe, a world authority on acne, as well as one or two who are not as immediately associated with research in this area. It is clearly in the last paper that the main reason for this booklet lies, since the whole exercise was sponsored by the company which manufactures the topical antibiotic. The stated aim in the Editor's introduction was 'to provide general practitioners with useful therapeutic information about the management of the acne patient', and he also feels that 'there are many useful pointers to help the general practitioner and dermatologist with choice of treatment'. This is clearly an ambitious target, and I do not really think it can be said to have achieved it.
It is certainly true that the participants in the symposium have made a number of points about acne, its impact on the sufferer and its management. However, I think many busy general practitioners will find the format off-putting and may well not read it, short as it is. There is nothing especially new here for the dermatologist, except the aforementioned trial, and a large proportion of the contents is anecdotal and unsupported by direct evidence.
In short, I do not think that this booklet will be much used other than as a source of reference to the oral/topical antibiotic comparison. RAG GRAHAM-BROWN Editorial Representative Section ofDermatology
